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7)[J Claim(s) is/are objected to.

are subject to restriction and/or election requwement
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DETAILED ACTION

Election/Restrictions
1. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121:
l. Claims 1-6, drawn to a method for exchanging credit information,
classified in class 705, subclass 35.
. Claims 7-33, drawn to an épparatus for pooling credit information,
_ classiﬁed in class 235, subclass 180.

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons:

2. Inventions | and Il are related as subcombinations disclosg—zd as usable together
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in
scope and are not obvious variants, ahd if it is shown that at least one subcombination
is separately usable. In the instant case, subcombination | has separate utility such és
obtaining, creating, loading, evaluating, formatting, and storing payrﬁent history.
Obtaining validation rules and validating the payment history. Performing a scrubbing

routine on the payment history. See MPEP § 806.05(d).

3.  Inventions Il and | are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in -
scope and are not obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination

is separately usable. In the instant case, subcombination Il has separate utility such as
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pooling credit information with a data processing facility, a data validator, a record
formatter, a storage device, a search engine, an evaluation generator, while using an

accounting facility with a search engine to credit a usage fee. See MPEP § 806.05(d).

4. The examiner has required restriction between subcombinations usable together.
Where applicant elects a subcombination and claims thereto are subsequently found
allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all the limitations of the
-allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR
1.104. See MPEP § 821.04(a). Applicant is advised that if any claim presented in a
continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or includes all the limitations of, a
claim that is allowable in the present application, such claim may be subject to
provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting rejections over the claims of

the instant application.

5. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given
above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required
because the inventions have acquired a separate status in the art in view of their

different classification, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper.

6. During a telephone conversation with Attorney David Read (39811) on November
29, 2006 a provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of

group |, claims 1-6. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to
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this Office action. Claims 7-33 are withdrawn from further consideration by the

examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention.

7. Applicant is reminded that upon.the cancellation of claims to a non-elected
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one
or more of the.currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must -be accompanied by

a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(i).

Specificatién
8. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(0). Correction
of the following is required: The term “validation rules” is not stated or defined in the

specification.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.
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10.  Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant

regards as the invention.

11.  Claim 3 recites the limitation “validation rules” line 20. The phrase “validation
rules” is vague and renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear what type of
validation rules are being used, where the rules are being obtained from, and what the

criteria for the rules are.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
12.  The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that

. form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent.

13. Claims 1, 2, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by

Wallace et al. (WO 200011586 A).

14.  Referring to claim 1, Wallace teaches obtaining payment history data from a
member's accounting system (page 1, lines 9-14). Wallace teaches creating a payment
history file that contains the payment history data and loading the payment history file
through the Internet to a system database (page 1, lines 15-24 and page 5, Iinev 11 -
page 6, line 8). Wallace teaéhes evaluating the payment history data in the payment

history file and formatting the payment history file into a payment history report (page 2,
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lines 1-6 and page 4, lines 3-18). Wallace teaches storing the payment history report in

a centralized data repository (page 3, lines 29 — page 4, line 9).

15.  Referring to claim 2, Wallace teaches creating scoring and modeling of customer

information (page 3, lines 29 — page 4, line 9).

16.  Referring to claim 5, Wallace teaches receiving search criteria for a customer
(page 13, lines 1-14 and page 1, IinesA7-24). Wallace teaches searching the payment
history data for the matching customer (page 1, lines 7-14). Wallace teachés logging the
search request (page 1, lines 15-24). Wallace teaches displaying the matching
customer data, generating a payment history report for the matching customer, and‘
displaying the payment history report (page 1, line 7 — page 2, line 16 and page 3, line

29 — page 4, line 18).

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103
17.  The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: - |

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains.
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made.
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18. Claims 3, 4, and 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over
Wallace et al. (WO 200011586 A), as applied to claims 1 and § above, in view of

Wheeler et al. (US 6,795,819 B2).

19.  Referring to claim 3, Wallace teaches obtaining, creating, loading, evaluating,
formatting, and storing payment history data. Though Wallace does not specifically
teach opening the payment history file it is inherent to open a file before determining the
type that it is. Wallace teaches determining the payment history file type (page 2, line 25
— page 3, line 6). Wallace teaches obtaining validation rules for the specific payment
history file type (page 2, line 25 — page 3, line 15). Wallace teaches loading the
payment history file into a system database (page 2, line 25 — page 4, line 18). Wallace
does not teach a scrubbing routine or performing matching routines on the payment
history data. Wheeler, however, feaches performing a scrubbing routine on the payment
history data (col. 8, lines 10-34). Wheeler also teaches performing matching routines on
the payment history data, wherein new lenders are created if no matching lender is
found in the system database, and at least one of adding or updating payment history
data is in the system database is performed if a matching /enéler is found in the system
database (col. 5, lines 34-56) where the retailers are analogous to lenders. Though a
retailer is not a lender per se, parallels can be drawn between a lender and a retailer.
Wallace specifically discusses a consumer and commercial credit transaction database
system (page 1, lines 3-4). Wheeler specifically discusses a database management

system to be presented with data that maintains a high level of accuracy and reliability
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(col. 1, lines 16-19). Although Wheeler’s invention relates more to an inventory system,
when it comes to a bank or a lender, their inventory are their customers accounts,
thereby it rendering Wheeler's art as analogous to that of Wallace. It would have been
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify
Wallace to include a data scrubber and a matching routine to insure accuracy and non-
redundancy. It is important that information in a database is cleaned because inaccurate
data leads to improper and costly decisions. Non-redundant data is important because
when you update your database to include all companies and history this too will lead to
accurate decision making. Official notice is taken that the scrubbing routine was old and
well known in the art of at the time of the invention. A scrubbing routine would be done
on the data to remove suspect payment history data, as data cleansing is the act Qf
detecting and correcting (or removing) corrupt or inaccurate records from a record set.
Customer data has always contained errors and outdated values data scrubbing

procedures predate the computer.

26. Referringlto claim 4, Wallace teaches obtaining, creating, loading, evaluating,
formatting, and storing payment history data. Wallace does not teach a scrubbing
routiné. Wheeler, however, teaches performing a scrubbing routine on the payment
_history data further comprises the step of modifying the suspect payment history data
based upon thresholds set by the member (col. 8, lines 10-34). Wallace specifically
discusses a consumer a'nd commercial credit transaction database system (page 1,

lines 3-4). Wheeler specifically discusses a database management system to be
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presented with data that maintains a high level of accuracy and reliability (col. 1, lines
16-19). It would have beén obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of |
the invention to modify Wallace to include a data scrubber to insure accuracy and non-
redundancy. It is important that information in a database is cleaned because inaccurate
data leads to improper and costly decisions. Non-redundant data is important because |
when you update your database to include all companies and history this too will lead to

accurate decision making.

21. Referring to claim 6, Wallace teaches receiving svearch criteria, searching the
payment history, logging the search request, displaying the matching customer data,
generating a payment history, and displaying a payment history report. Wallace teaches
computing summary and scoring information (page 3, line 29 — page 4, line Q), including
a high credit value (page 4, line 4-5). Though Wallace does not specifically teach a total
lease balance he does teach a balance (page 4, line 4), however official notice is taken
that lease balances are commonly tracked balanc;es on a credit histofy since they |
provide good credit information on people who have rented a residence. Since
Wallace's success relies on the accuracy of its maintained credit histories, the Examiner
‘submits that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of
applicant's invention to modify Wallace to specifically track total lease balances in order
to more accurately score the credit of people who have a history of leasing a residence.
Though Wallace does not specifically teach total current payments he does teach

monthly payment amounts, charge off amount and date, and payment date (page 4,
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lines 5-6), however official notice is taken that total currént payments are commonly
tracked on a credit history since they show how much an individual owes to others '
which directly relates to the like hood that they would be able to pay back any borrowed
money. Total current payments provide Qood credit information on the people who ov;/e
money. Since Wallace's success relies on the accuracy of its maintained credit
histories, the Examiner subfnits that it would ha_ve been obvious to one of ordinary skill
in the art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify Wallace to specifically track total
current payments in order to more accurately score the credit of people who have
current payments. Though Wallace does not specifically teach a total number of times a
customer had an overdue payment he does teach when items are past due (page 4, line
4), however official notice is taken that total number of times a customer had an
overdue payment.is commohly tracked on a credit history since punctuality of payment

" in the past shows how responsible an individual is with their money and also relates to
the like hood that they would pay back any borrowed money on time. Overdue
payments provide good credit information on people who owe money. Since Wallace's
success relies on the accuracy of its maintained credit histories, the Examiner submits
that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of
Applicant's invention to modify Wallace to specifically track the total number of times a
customer had an overdue payment in order to more accurately score the credit of
people who have a history of not punctually paying back money. Wallace teaphes

displaying the summary information (page 4, lines 3-18)..
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Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to Jamie H. Swartz whose telephone number is (571) 272-
7363. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:OOam—4:‘ 30pm Monday-Friday.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272-6712. The fax phone
number for the ofganization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-
273-8300.

,lnformation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.’
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-dire.ct‘uspto.gov‘ Should
you have questions on access to tﬁe Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toli-free). If you would like éssistance from a
USPTO Customer Serv‘ice Representative or access to the automated information

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

Jamie Swariz JM[’(/VL ﬂ‘/) QZ (}

SUSANNA M. D
January 2, 2007 PRIMARY EXAMINER
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